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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 03 August 2007 . 
2a)[x] This action is FINAL. 2b)Q This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 8-13 and 24-30 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) ' is/are allowed. 

6) E] Claim(s) 8-13 and 24-30 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This written action is responding to the amendment dated 07/25/2006. 

2. Claims 8-12 and 24-29 have been amended. 

3. Claims 8-13 and 24-30 have been submitted for examination 

4. Claims 8-13 and 24-30 are currently pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

5. Claims 8-12 and 24-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cragun et al. (U.S. Patent 5,973,683) and further in 
view of Farley et al. (U.S. Pub. 2003/0233651) and Goddard (U.S. Pub. 
2004/0123135). 

a. Referring to Claims 8 and 24: 

As per Claim 8, Cragun et al. disclose in an entertainment system 
for playing entertainment content, a method of controlling a user's 
access to particular entertainment content using dynamic data 
defined by a rating definition file, entertainment content definition 
file and user permission settings, the method comprising acts of: 
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reading user access settings for a particular user that define a 
rating level and one or more content descriptors for the user [The 
status of the viewer and a sample viewer profile is depicted 
in dashed enclosure 61. An explanation of the indicators 
within dashed enclosure 61 will become more apparent in the 
description of FIG. 5. The viewer's accumulated credits and 
debits and total viewing time can provide a viewer's status. 
The blackout indicator denotes a block of time which the 
viewer is prohibited from viewing (lines 35-41, Col. 11 from 
Cragun et al.)- An assigned educational value column 69 is 
also present to allow user adjustment of educational viewing 
credits. A rating source ranking determined by the user is 
illustrated within dashed enclosure 59. The rating source 
ranking determines what rating sources will be accessed and 
in what order the rating sources will be accessed (lines 45- 
51, Col. 11 from Cragun et al.). The content ratings and 
program scheduling must be synchronized with the viewers 
access time. Additionally, for the parent, the web sites 48 
could provide detailed descriptions of the content of a 
program and detail the fundamentals of the rating guidelines 
which are utilized to produce the rating (lines 5-10, Col. 15 
from Cragun et al.)]; 
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reading an updatable rating definition file that defines a rating 
hierarchy and content descriptors for one or more levels within the 
rating hierarchy [Shaded blocks such as shaded block 65 
under the violence column could be a down-loaded rating or 
a user input rating for the television program indicated within 
dashed enclosure 63. Bar 62 depicts a user selected 
censorship threshold level which accomplishes complete 
censorship. If a selected program has a rating which 
exceeds the censorship threshold, complete censorship 
occurs. The user selected threshold takes precedence over 
the down-loaded threshold levels which are illustrated by 
shaded block 65. The user can arrange each threshold level 
by moving bar 62 up or down to satisfy the user's attitude 
toward all of the categories (lines 23-34, Col. 11 from Cragun 
et al.). Next as in block 80, the method attempts to locate a 
program profile. The method may utilize the rating system 
for a local search of memory. Alternately, the method may 
access a disk drive. If the program profile can be located in 
RAM 14 of computer system 10 of FIG. 1, the user profile and 
the program profile are compared to determine if the 
censorship settings are compatible as illustrated in block 81 
(lines 43-50, Col. 13 from Cragun etal.)]; 
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based on the hierarchy defined in the rating definition file, 
executing instructions that compare the rating level and content 
descriptors for the particular entertainment content to the rating 
level and content descriptors for the user in determining if the 
user is authorized access to the particular entertainment content 
[The method may utilize the rating system for a local search 
of memory. Alternately, the method may access a disk drive. 
If the program profile can be located in RAM 14 of computer 
system 10 of FIG. 1, the user profile and the program profile 
are compared to determine if the censorship settings are 
compatible as illustrated in block 81. If a parent has selected 
censorship based upon a simple rating threshold, and the 
threshold rating is exceeded the program selection and the 
method proceeds to block 75 and the television implements a 
control method. If a multidimensional approach is selected 
by the parent and the requested program is compatible with 
the program selection, or alternatively the program does not 
exceed the user determined threshold level, the method 
proceeds to block 82 (lines 45-58, Col. 13 from Cragun et 
al.)]; and 

Farley et al. disclose reading an entertainment content definition 
file that defines a rating level and one or more content descriptors 
for the entertainment content [The MPIA scheme includes the 
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ratings General Audience (G), Parental Guidance suggested 
(PG), Parental Guidance suggested for those 13 or younger 
(PG-13), R-rated, and NC-17 for no one admitted under the 
age of seventeen, replacing the hoary "X" rating. The RIAA 
scheme includes parental advisory stickers for music 
describing sexual acts or extreme violence. The ESRB rates 
interactive software, including on-line games and those 
stored in a physical medium. Its ratings include Early 
Childhood (EC), Kids to Adult (K-A), Everyone (E), Teen (T), 
Mature (M), Adults Only (AO), Rating Pending (RP), and 
unrated (lines 12-23 of [0019] from Farley etal.)]. 
Goddard discloses creating a security group for the particular 
entertainment content; denying access to the particular 
entertainment content for members of the security group created 
for the particular entertainment content [to select users (e.g., 
"Dad", "Mom", "Mark", "Sarah", "Stephen") and/or groups of 
users (e.g., "All", "Children") for which for which television 
programs similar to the television program currently being 
viewed are to be blocked in the future (lines 11-15 of [0047] 
from Goddard). As shown in FIG. 5, to adjust parental lock 
levels for a specific user or group of users, an authorized 
user such as a parent ("Mom") may first select a user profile, 
in this case a child identified as "Sarah" 510, and then select 
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content of the example program that is objectionable for that 
user, i.e., "Language", "Nudity", "Adult Theme" from field 
512. The parent may select content themes of the example 
program to be blocked or passed for each user profile to be 
adjusted (lines 1-9 of [0049] from Goddard)]; 
adding the particular user as a member of the security group if the 
user is not authorized to access the particular entertainment 
content, thereby denying the user access to the particular 
entertainment content because members of the security group are 
denied access [The confirmation window 500 allows the 
authorized user to adjust the parental lock levels of the 
parental control system for each user or group of users 
(lines 6-9 of [0047] from Goddard). The confirmation screen 
500 may also provide a way of indicating which users or user 
groups have been selected for adjustment. For instance, in 
the embodiment shown in FIG. 5, indicia 504, in this case a 
representation of a lock, are displayed adjacent to the user's 
or group's name to indicate that that user has been selected 
for blocking of programs similar to the example television 
program (lines 20-27 of [0047] from Goddard)]. Cragun et al., 
Farley et al., and Goddard are analogous art because they are 
from similar technology relating parental control and 
entertainment content rating It would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention was made to modify 
Cragun et al. with Farley et al. and Goddard et al. since one 
would be motivated to (1) provide a system whereby parent can 
control the propriety of information presented to their children 
(lines 1-3 of [0006] from Farley et al.) (2) have a method of setting 
the content rating parameters of such a system based on content 
rating of example content (lines 4-5 of [0002] from Goddard). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to modify Cragun et al. 
with Farley et al. and Goddard et al. to obtain the invention as 
specified in claim 8. 

As per Claim 24, it is a computer-readable media claim that 
corresponds to the method Claim 8. Therefore, it is rejected for 
the same rationale applied against Claim 8 above, 
b. Referring to Claims 9 and 26: 

As per Claim 9, Cragun et al., Farley et al, and Goddard disclose 
the method of claim 8, wherein the rating levels defined by the 
entertainment content definition file, user access settings and 
updatable rating definition file are age-based rating levels, and 
wherein the content descriptors defined by the entertainment 
content definition file, user access settings and updatable rating 
definition file are specific types of subject matter for the particular 
entertainment content [(lines 11-15 of [0047]; lines 10-18 of 
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[0048]; lines 1-9 of [0049] from Goddard) and (lines 43-50, 
Col. 13 from Cragun etal.)]. 

As per Claim 26, the rejection of Claim 24 is incorporated. In 
addition, Claim 26 encompasses limitations that are similar to 
those of Claim 9. Therefore, it is rejected with the same rationale 
applied against Claim 9 above. 

c. Referring to Claims 10 and 27: 

As per Claim 10, Cragun et al., Farley et al., and Goddard 
disclose the method of claim 8, wherein the particular 
entertainment content is titled and a if the user is not authorized to 
access the particular entertainment content, the act of adding the 
particular user as a member of the security group is overridden by 
including the title in the user access settings [(lines 11-15 of 
[0047]; lines 4-20 of [0049] from Goddard)]. 

As per Claim 27, the rejection of Claim 24 is incorporated. In 
addition, Claim 27 encompasses limitations that are similar to 
those of Claim 10. Therefore, it is rejected with the same 
rationale applied against Claim 10 above. 

d. Referring to Claims 1 1 and 28: 

As per Claim 1 1 , Cragun et al., Farley et al, and Goddard disclose 
the method of claim 8, wherein if the particular user is added as a 
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member of the security group the particular user is denied access 
is further denied access to a directory associated with the 
particular entertainment content [(lines 11-15 of [0047]; lines 1-6 
and 11-14 of [0049] from Goddard)]. 

As per Claim 28, the rejection of Claim 24 is incorporated. In 
addition, Claim 28 encompasses limitations that are similar to 
those of Claim 11. Therefore, it is rejected with the same 
rationale applied against Claim 1 1 above, 
e. Referring to Claims 12 and 29: 

As per Claim 12, Cragun et al., Farley et al, and Goddard disclose 
the method of claim 8, wherein the particular entertainment 
content is titled and, if it the particular user is authorized access to 
the particular entertainment content, the method further includes 
the act of: 

recording the title and duration of access to the particular 
entertainment content [(lines enclosure 63 line 26, Col. 11; 
lines 40-41, Col. 11; lines 35-43, Col. 13 from Cragun et al.)]. 

As per Claim 29, the rejection of Claim 24 is incorporated. In 
addition, Claim 29 encompasses limitations that are similar to 
those of Claim 12. Therefore, it is rejected with the same 
rationale applied against Claim 12 above. 
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f. Referring to Claim 25: 

As per Claim 25, Cragun et al., Farley et al, and Goddard disclose 
the method of claim 24, wherein the updatable rating definition file 
further defines one or more content descriptors for one or more 
levels within the rating hierarchy, the entertainment content 
definition file further defines one or more content descriptors for 
the particular entertainment content and the user access settings 
further define user content descriptors for the user, and wherein 
the act of executing instructions that compare the rating level for 
the particular entertainment content to the rating level for the user 
further includes the act of: 

executing instructions that compare the one or more content 
descriptors for the entertainment content with the user content 
descriptors in determining if the user is authorized access to the 
entertainment content [(lines 43-58, Col. 13 from Cragun et al.) 
and (lines 11-15 of [0047]; lines 11-14 of [0049] from 
Goddard)]. 

6. Claims 13 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cragun et al. (U.S. Patent 5,973,683), Farley et al. 
(U.S. Pub. 2003/0233651), and Goddard (U.S. Pub. 2004/0123135), and 
further in view of Iverson et al. (U.S. Patent 6,938,005). 
a. Referring to Claims 13 and 30: 
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As per Claim 13, Cragun et al., Farley et al, and Goddard disclose 
the method of claim 8. Cragun et al., Farley et al, and Goddard 
do not expressly disclose the remaining limitation of the claim. 
However, Iverson et al. disclose wherein the rating definition file 
selected is an XML file [(lines 37-42, Col. 4 and lines 38-42, Col. 
6 from Iverson et al.)]. Cragun et al., Farley et al., Goddard, and 
Inversion et al. are analogous art because they are from similar 
technology relating parental control and entertainment content 
rating It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention was made to modify Cragun et al., Farley 
et al., and Goddard et al. with Iverson et al. since one would be 
motivated to create a manifest having structure, meta-data 
describing digital content, and references to digital resources, 
where the manifest facilitates finding, obtaining, organizing, 
collecting, and sharing the digital content (lines 6-10, Col.1 from 
Iverson et al.). Therefore, it would have been obvious to modify 
Cragun et al., Farley et al., and Goddard et al. with Iverson et al. 
to obtain the invention as specified in claim 13. 

As per Claim 30, the rejection of Claim 24 is incorporated. In 
addition, Claim 30 encompasses limitations that are similar to 
those of Claim 13. Therefore, it is rejected with the same 
rationale applied against Claim 13 above. 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's amendment, filed on Aug. 03, 2007, has Claims 8-12 and 24- 
29 amended. 

8. Applicant's amendment, filed on Aug. 03, 2007, has argued that the 
combination of Cragun, Goddard, and Farley clearly fail to teach or 
suggest all of the limitations present in Claim 8 since Goddard does not 
teach or suggest that the security group is associated with particular 
entertainment content and adding the particular user as a member of the 
security group if the user is not authorized to access the particular 
entertainment content, thereby denying the user access to the particular 
entertainment content because members of the security group are denied 
access. 

9. Applicant's remark has been fully considered, but found not persuasive 
based on the reasons below. 

Regarding to the Applicant Argument on Goddard: 

In regard to Applicant's argument that the combination of Cragun, Goddard, 
and Farley clearly fail to teach or suggest all of the limitations present in 
Claim 8 since Goddard does not teach or suggest that the security group is 
associated with particular entertainment content and adding the particular 
user as a member of the security group if the user is not authorized to access 
the particular entertainment content, thereby denying the user access to the 
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particular entertainment content because members of the security group are 
denied access, Examiner respectfully disagrees with it. The disclosure from 
Goddard specifically teaches that the authorized user is to create groups of 
users, and these users are blocked from viewing the television program 
currently being viewed. In addition to the currently viewed television program, 
these selected users are also blocked from viewing other television programs 
that are similar to it (see lines 10-15 and 25-27 of [0047] from Goddard). In 
fact, the teaching from Goddard is not only concerning the programming 
limitations for each user, as argued by Applicant, but rather the user or 
groups of users are being blocked from the example television program and 
- similar programs (because the groups are created in correspondence to the 
television programs). That is, the groups of users have already been selected 
and created by the authorized user as the ones blocked from viewing the 
example (particular) program, and this meets the amended claim limitation 
that the (security) group is associated with the particular (example) 
entertainment content. 

As for the limitation, "adding the particular user as a member of the security 
group if the user is not authorized to access the particular entertainment 
content, thereby denying the user access to the particular entertainment 
content because members of the security group are denied access", it is 
similar to the statement above. That is, because Goddard teaches that the 
authorized user can select (i.e., add) the user to be blocked from viewing the 
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currently viewed/exampled program, the selected user would be denied the 
access to that particular program once he/she has been selected to be in the 
blocked group (see lines 10-15 and 25-27 of [0047] from Goddard). 

Based on the reasons above, the combination of Cragun, Goddard, and 
Farley is still sufficient to meet the scope of the amended claims. Applicant is 
reminded that additional modification to clarify the claimed limitation other 
than the claimed security group is necessary for further consideration. 

Conclusion 

10. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first 
reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action 
and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE- 
MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply 
expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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a. Johnson (U.S. Pub 2003/0115592) discloses rating limits, which 
define whether programs are to be blocked or are deemed to be 
acceptable, are selected in a program content filtering system. For 
that purpose information about a rating example is reproduced and 
at least one recommended rating assigned to the rating example is 
supplied. An user indication about the acceptability of said rating 
example is detected and assigned to the recommended rating. A 
rating limit is derived in response to the user indication. The above 
steps can be repeated if needed to provide sufficient data to enable 
deriving one or more rating limits from the user indications assigned 
to the ratings. 

1 1.Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Yin-Chen Shaw whose telephone 
number is 571-272-8593. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:15 
to 4:15 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Kim Yen Vu can be reached on 571-272-3859. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
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PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



YCS 



Oct. 12,2007 
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